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PRESIDENT: Al l r i gh t . So now you want to start with p ag e 1 ,
l i nes 1 t h r o ug h 7 .

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: That i s co r r ect .

PRESIDENT: Al l r i gh t .

SENATOR LABEDZ: N r . Pr e s i d e n t .

PRESIDENT: Senator Labedz, for what purpose?

SENATOR LABEDZ: I woul d l i ke a r u l i ng f r om t he C h a ir wh e t h e r
this amendment can be divided as he has just stated. It is
r i d i c u l o u s a n d I wou l d l i ke a ruling from the Chair.

PRESIDENT: Al l r i gh t . T hank you , S e n a t o r La b e d z , a nd what w e
are looking at is Rule 7 on page 54 of the Rules. I t s a y s any
member may c a ll for a division of the question, and so f o r t h ,
and y o u may l ook at t h at i f you l i ke . Now i t i s my
understanding that we h a v e ne v e r h ad a ch al l en g e on th e C h a i r
saying that an amendment was divisible. So wha t we wi l l do
here, I will rule that it is divisible and you may challenge the
r u l i n g of t he Cha i r . However, I wish to remind you and anyone
else in the room that we are setting precedent h ere b y s ay i ng
that the Chair can be challenged onallowing an amencment or a
b i l l t o be d i v i s i b l e . Okay. I wi l l r u l e , t h en , that the motion
by Senator Stevens is divisible.

SENATOR LABEDZ: Tha n k y o u , Nr . Pr e s i den t , and I wi l l make a
motion to overrule the Chair.

PRESIDENT: Al l r i gh t .

SENATOR LABEDZ: Is that debatable?

PRESIDENT: Ye s , m a ' am. Every member may speak one time on this
t ype o f an i ssu e .

SENATOR LABEDZ: It is unfortunate that I did not object to the
substituting the amendment. I d i d n ot t h i nk t h a t Senator
Bernard - S t e v en s wou l d take an a m endment and d i v i d e i t l i n e
by...first section by section, and t he n l i n e b y line. It is
uncalled for. It is unfair, and it is very seldom that I make a
motion to overrule the Chair but, zn this case, i t n a s t o b e
done, and, hopefully, there will be 25 votes, at least in this
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